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ABSTRACT

Context. Compact groups (CGs) of galaxies, similar to those cat&ddwy Hickson, appear to be the densest galaxy structures in
the Universe. Redshift information is inigient to determine whether a CG is roughly as dense in thraeerdiions as it appears in
projection, or whether it is caused by a chance alignmemigaiioe line of sight within a larger galaxy system.

Aims. Recent precise distance measurements help probe the natheenearest CG, situated in the Virgo cluster, whose darmiin
member is M60.

Methods. The isolated status of the CG is reassessed with recentrpbtipand a statistical analysis is performed on the surface
brightness fluctuation (SBF) distances measured by Mei &t ®irgo, for 4 of the 5 CG members.

Results. The neighboring galaxy NGC 4606 appears (with 80-90% confieleto be too faint toféect the isolated status of the CG.
Taken at face value, the SBF distances suggest that M59 ai@ 4660 lie roughly 2 Mpc to the foreground of M60, NGC 4638,
and the bulk of the Virgo cluster. The statistical analygiafems that the CG is, indeed, the result of a chance alighrokits
galaxies, with NGC 4638 lying at least 800 kpc further awajt{@9% confidence) than either M59 or NGC 4660. The first two
galaxy distances are consistent with M59 and NGC 4660 datiatj a tight pair. The dominant galaxy, M60, is at least 446 more
distant (95% confidence) than the M89GC 4660 pair, and over 1 Mpc (99% confidence) more distantéfuses the broken linear
calibration of the SBF distances.

Conclusions. This work constitutes the first direct analysis of the natoff@ compact group of galaxies. Chance alignments of
galaxies represent a realistic alternative to truly demeas to explain the nature of CGs. With current SBF distamoeracies, one
could determine the nature of HCG 68 in the same way.
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1. Introduction ter (Walke & Mamoh), or an even longer cosmological filament
(Hernquist, Katz, & Weinbefg 1995). Although HCG galaxies
Compact groups of galaxies (CGs) appear to be the denstisplay numerous signs of dynamical interaction with close
known multiple galaxy systems (with mean densities10* neighbors[(Hicksoh 1997, and references therein), thosBHC
times the critical density of the Universe). The CG catalp@an caused by chance alignments are expected to be binary-rich
the most studied is the one assembled by Hidkson {1982), witdamon[1990/ 1992), and these binaries should explain — to
visually searched the POSS | photographic plates for isdlaffirst order — the frequency of interacting galaxiés_(Mamon
groups of at least 4 members within 3 magnitudes of the brig[992).
est, whose mean surface brightness exceeded a given tlikesho potivated by[Walke & Maman’s prediction that the fre-
The mean surface brightness is measured within the Sm“estquency of chance a"gnments increases with the number of
cumscribed circle (hereaftédijckson circle) containing the cen- galaxies in the parent system, | had searched the Virgo clus-
ters of the gaIaXies. The isolation criterion SpeCiﬁeS thate ter for CGs meeting Hickson’s selection Criterion’ and edle
are no galaxies within 3 mag (in tteband) from the brightest found a CG, composed of M60, M59, NGC 4660, NGC 4638,
CG member within gisplation r.i ng extgnding from the Hickson gnd NGC 4647@@9} Figurk 1 displays a view of this
circle to a concentric circle 3 times wider. compact group (hereafter called the M60 CG), taken from the

A spectroscopic followup by Hickson etldl. (1992) reveale8loan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS).

that among the 100 Hickson compact groups (HCGs), only The M60 CG had been missed by Hickisbn (1982), because
69 groups had at least four members with accordant veloblGC 4606, an Sa galaxy lying at 1.98 Hickson circle radii from
ties (within 1000 kms! from the median). Still, it is unclear the group center, was only 2.4 mag fainter than M60 in Bhe
whether these 69 HCGs are roughly as dense in three biand. Even after a crude extrapolationRenagnitudes for the
mensions as they appear to be in projectlon (Hickson & Rodlifferent morphological types of the two galaxies, NGC 4606
[1988), or whether they are caused by chance alignmentswafs still slightly less than 3 mag fainter than M60, so NGC@l60
galaxies along the line of sight (Rose 1077 for the elomaused the CG to fail Hickson’s isolation criterion. Wheris-d
gated CGs;l_Mamon 1986 and Walke & Mamon 1989 fazovered this CG (Maman 1989), | noticed that more accuBate
most HCGs). The galaxies in a chance alignment lie in mnd photometry indicated that NGC 4606 was 2.88 mag fainter
looser groupl(Mamon 1986; Walke & Mamon 1989), a clusa B than M60, which, after the crude correction for morpholog-
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Fig. 1. SDSS mosaic of the M60 compact group in RGB display
using theg, r andi SDSS images. The image is/34vide. The -

dark vertical linesin the Northern part of M60 and the Westerr]:ig_ 2. SDSS mosaic of the M60 compact group and its envi-

part of M59 are image artefacts. ronment in RGB display using thg r andi SDSS images. The
image is 27 wide. Theinner andouter circles show the limit of

ical types, suggested that NGC 4606 was at least 3 mag fai qgrou%a_mrc]i tgle OUtg‘.r radl_us r?f the |soIa:c|on fng, rgmm
than M60 in theR band. | therefore argued that NGC 4606 di € two bright blue objects in the ring are foreground stars.
not dfect the isolated status of the CG, and concluded that the

M60 CG was the nearest I_—IC_G-hke group. Hickson'’s original isolation criterion, the M60 CG is istdd if
The nature of CGs within clusters is by no means ClefNIGC 4606 is over 3 magnitudes fainter than M60 in fhieand.
While chance alignments are expected to be frequent in clus- Unfortunately, there is yet no godgtband photometry for

ters (Walke & Mamori 1989), one also expects to see 9"OURRC 4606 and M60. The 6th Data Release of the Sloan Digital

falling in or bouncing out of clusters before becoming dyra : .
ically mixed with their host cluster. The tidal field of theust nﬁ‘g’csfg‘(’)%y (BDSS) ggéalgﬁgto%]gttﬁ?ﬁgécs measurements for

fg;\?i?]OUI?JLUZC\?VEtehtEie w?g%nsﬁjtgﬁggz tagti:at{](e)lfr tfr']re%gﬁgﬂzr ments of other bright galaxies, the SDSS photometric measur
g group 9 Y ment for M60 is d¢f by ~ 3 magnitudes (Mamon et al., in prep.),

pericenter (Mamon 199%; Gnedin etlal. 1999), which is of t .
same order as the mean density of the M60 CG. t}?robably because of poor background subtraction. For tieese

Recent measurementsiby Mei et al. (2007) of the distance%fgrt]rsalgr;lelE;[(t]tfcr SgigﬁgQS?NSE%S)S photometry in the NAAC

Virgo elliptical and lenticular galaxies, through the acte sur- .
face brightness fluctuation (SBF) methad (Tonry & Schneidﬁr | attempted to measure the photometry of these two galaxies

1988), permit to check whether the M60 CG is dense in 3D irectly from the SDSS images. A SExtractor (Bertin & Arnsut

- , . .[1996) extraction of NGC 4606 (using large 52512 pixel
whether it is caused by a chance alignment of galaxies. Bhis; . 2 .
the first CG meeting the HCG criteria that isfegiently nearby Siles to estimate the background, thus avoiding an ovenesé

; : : f the background at the position of the large galaxy), gave
to have its nature determined by SBF distance measurement?. — 1177 + 0.00 (while its magnitude in the SDSS database

In this Research Note, | first re-investigate in Sedil 2 whether. ;
o . sI = 1222+ 0.00). On the other hand, M60 is located near
the latest photometric measurements confirm that NGC 460 Sy edge of its 7410 scan, and its image almost fills the en-

tgce)r:‘al?éégnt;eb;:igﬁsuijﬁ rggé %O?rtzngginéig{;ﬂgelsnc;?;';?gr?]etire scan, so that the background subtraction is uncestdiich
P Y, ;) ads to important uncertainties in the photometry for M&g(

In Sect[¥, | estimate lower limit for the line-of-sight sepigons o . i
of the M60 CG galaxies, given the SBF distance measureme@ig also distinguish fferent background levels in the SDSS mo

and their errors, to decide whether the M60 CG is a chancec of Fig[1).

- : . : Figure [3 shows the ference in magnitude between
alignment of galaxies or a true dense group. Finally, | discu . L :
in Sect.[5 what should be the maximum line-of-sight size GC 4606 and the giant elliptical M60 for fiiérent wave-

a dense group, and compare with the lower limits determin cpgths. Given its morphological type, NGC 4606 is bluentha

in Sect[4. | also investigate which other HCGs are both clo 0 (as can be seen in Fig. 2). Fitting a cubic spline to the-mag

. . . ) Nitude diference as a function of log wavelength, NGC 4606
enough and with sticient numbers of bright early-type galax- found to be 3.11 mag fainter than M60 in tiRe band.

ies to have their nature determined by SBF measurements I-gwever assuming Gaussian-distributed maanitude ereors
present-day accuracies. ; 9 g e

simple Monte Carlo analysis (with Qrials) shows that only
81% of the time is the magnitudeftérence in th& band greater

2. Is NGC 4606 sufficiently bright to affect the than 3 magnitudes.

: Alternatively, the totalR-band photometry of M60 and
2
isolated status of the M60 compact group? NGC 4606 can be found by extrapolating tBer V total pho-

Figure2 shows the large-scale environment of the M60 CG, witometry from the RC3 (de Vaucouleurs etial. 1991) ugngR
NGC 4606 lying within the isolation ring. Is NGC 4606 brightor V — R colors measured in annuli at roughly half the luminos-
enough to prevent the M60 CG from being isolated? Followirity. M60 hasBr = 9.81+ 0.05 (de Vaucouleurs et al. 1991) and
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B Vv R J H K fits intersect at this critical color, so the mixed caliboatis con-
3.6 T T T T T tinuous).
34l I {_' 4. Analysis
§ i i il Table[d shows the data for the 4 group members for which SBF
5 - 1 distance measurements are available. Figlre 4 illustiiatedis-
D3R 7 tances to the 4 ellipticals in the M60 CG and to the three Irigh
S L _ est Virgo galaxies (besides M60): M87, M49 and M86. M60 and
o
O
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Fig. 3.Magnitude diference between NGC 4606 and M60 in dif- = 7r ! _
ferent waveband®t, Vr from the RC3|(de Vaucouleurs et al. o - ! 8
[1991) andJ, H, K from 2MASS [Jarrett gi al.20D0), all readin & [ } i
NED. Thecross is the spline fitted value for thB band (with o 16 - | |
Monte-Carlo 1o error). . l 1
a colorB — R = 1.59 at the &ective radius (from_Peletier etlal. 15 L i |
[1990), yieldingRy =~ 8.22+ 0.05. NGC 4606 ha¥ = 11.83+ - | 1
0.09 (de Vaucouleurs et al.) ant— R = 0.48, which is the me- i ! i
dian of four measurements by Schroder & Visvandthan (1996) ' ' ' L1 ' '
This yieldsRr ~ 1135+ 0.09 for NGC 4606, hence the dif- M60 N4638 M59 N4660 M87 M49 M86
ference iRR-band total magnitudes is13+ 0.10. For Gaussian- Galaxy

distributed errors, this leads to a 90% probability that N€BO6
is too faint to destroy the isolation of the M60 CG. The erro
here do not include uncertainties in the colors nor in thidoca

tion. . : .
- triangles, green squares andblue circles represent the distance
bei Hencleitege M60 %c_)mp?ctngcl)(up h,as atQQOd prbobtablllty of measurements using the broken-line, linear, and polyriaraia
eing isolated (according to Hickson's criterion), but one Cannofbrations, respectively.

statistically rule out that NGC 4606 is bright enough in Re
band to spoil the group’s isolation.

Fig. 4. Surface brightness fluctuation distances (from Mei et al.
r§007) for the 4 ellipticals in the M60 compact grolgft) and for
the three other brightest ellipticals in the clusteglit). Thered

NGC 4638 appear to be located at roughly the same distance as
) the three luminous Virgo galaxies, M87, M49 and M86. On the
3. SBF distance data other hand, M59 and NGC 4660, whose SBF distances are con-

As part of the ACS Virgo Cluster Survej/ (Coté etlal. 2004 istent (regardless of the calibration used) appear tolighly
. [2007) analyzed Hubble Space Telescope images“tlfiPC closer to us. . . . .
measure distances to 84 Virgo cluster ellipticals and Sgus__ASSUming Gaussian errors in the distance moduli, the dis-
the SBF method. tribution of the diference in distances of galaxies 1 and 2 with
IMei et al. calibrated the SBF distances by fitting the trend §f€asured distance modudi andy, and uncertainties; and

SBF apparent magnitude Vgu{s — Zsso)o color. They provided o, is a Gaussian with mean — »1 and distribution, /o2 + o2

SBF distances using threefiéirent fits:linear, polynomial, and  ence the probability that thefiérence in distance moduli of
broken-linear. . expressed their preference for the (

4he two galaxies is greater thap is
parameter) broken-linear calibrated SBF distances. Tloégdn Wo galaxiesis g anl
that they? of their broken-line and (4-parameter) 4th-order poly-

nomial fits were equally good, while their linear (2 paramgte P(Aw) = L) e A — (2 — ) , 1)
fit produced a slightly greates”. They also remarked that the 2 /2 02+ a2
broken-line fit had a smalley? than the polynomial fit if the 12

(three) galaxies redder thﬂ "‘u Zss0)0 = 1.5 were excluded. where erf§) is the error function. Expressing the distance dif-
According to Table 2 of Mei et al., M60 turns out to be théerenceAD in terms of the dierence in distance moduiu as

reddest (and 3rd brightest) galaxy in Virgo, wififs — Zssoo = AD = 2D() sinh(Q1 In 10Ax) and using Eq[{1), the minimum

1.56. So, one infers that the polynomial calibration is superidifference in distances of two galaxies is

for M60, while the broken-line calibration is better for tthgee _

other galaxies of the M60 CG. | thus also considerized cali- (AD)min = 2D(1)

bration which is broken-linear fog7s — Zgs0)o < 1.5 and poly- . In10 »
nomial for (g475— Zgs0)o = 1.5 (the broken-linear and polynomial xsinh 10 [2 omserf=(2P-1) + A'“] ’ (@)
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Table 1.Data including SBF distance moduli to the galaxies in the Mé®pact group

Galaxy RA Dec type By v distance modulus
Messier NGC VCC (J2000) (km7® ~ broken-line linear polynomial
59 4621 1903 27023 +11°3849” E5 10.57 410 3@6+0.06 3092+0.03 3089+ 0.05
— 4638 1938 12474 +11°2633" SO 12.13 1164 321+0.05 3115+0.04 3118+0.05
— 4647 1972 12437323 +11°3455” Sc  11.94 1422 — — —
60 4649 1978 1U3"4G0 +11°3309" E2 9.81 1117 319+0.07 3131+0.04 3106+ 0.06
— 4660 2000 12447320 +11°1126" E5 12.16 1083 388+ 0.05 3084+0.04 3088+ 0.05

Notes: positions, types and heliocentric velocities anenfNED, magnitudes from RC3, and distance moduli from Melg2a07).

wherey = erf1(x) is the inverse error function, i.e. egf(= x. equivalently, what is the maximum line-of-sight size of aske
Table[2 provides the minimum distancefdrence between group of galaxies?
various pairs of galaxies of the M60 CG, using Kq. (2). Aleair ~ One can specify that the maximum line-of-sight separation
between galaxy pairs in a dense group must be smaller than
twice its projected diameter or, alternatively, twice titBper-
Table 2. Minimum line-of-sight separation of galaxy pairs ~ centile (corresponding te-10 for a Gaussian distribution) of
the projected diameters of HCGs. Given that the angulausadi
Galaxy 1 Galaxy 2 SBF calibratiorDg — D1)min/(IMpC)  of the Hickson circle of the M60 CG is:88 m
P=095 P=099 and given its (error-weighted) mean (mixed SBF calibrgtion

M59 M60  broken-linear  1.32 0.85  distance of 15.94 Mpc (see Fig. 4), the projected radius ef th
M59 M60 polynomial - 0.30 —0.08  Hickson circle is 106 kpc. In comparison, the median prejgct
l\l\;llgg l\l\//llgg r:;?xee‘g 02'4337 02'0121 radius of the 68 HCGs with at least 4 accordant veloﬁtiss
MED NGC 4638 broken-inear 164 155 56 k.pc, .and 106 kpc cqrrespondg to the 8.7th.percentlle of the
M59 NGC 4638  polynomial 1.29 0.93 d_lstrlbu'u_on of_ HCG projected radii. Both criteria are beme
M59 NGC 4638 linear 1.10 084 Virtually identical. | thus adopt a maximum line-of-sigles of
NGC 4660 MBO  broken-inear  1.25 082 4x106=424kpd]
NGC 4660 M60 polynomial 0.37 -0.01 According to TabléRit is highly unlikely that NGC 4638 is
NGC 4660 M60 linear 2.85 256 part of a dense group or pair containing M59 and NGC 4660.
NGC 4660 M&0 mixed 0.37 —0.01  sijll, 4 galaxies remain once NGC 4638 is omitted. Nevegss|
NGC 4660  NGC 4638 broken-iinear  1.59 1.23 V60 cannot be part of the dense group or pair containing M59
mgg 2228 Hgg jggg poll%/r?eo:rnal igg’ %gg and NGC 4660, at a 99% (broken-linear or linear SBF calibra-
ME9TNGC 4660 M60 brokeninear 139 599 tions) or 95% (polynomial SBF .callbrat|.0n) confidence level
M59+NGC 4660  M60 polynomial 0.44 009 [TIherefore, one can state with high confidence that among the
M59+NGC 4660  M60 linear 2.69 244 four early-type galaxies in the M60 C®)59 and NGC 4660
M59+NGC 4660  M60 mixed 0.52 0.17 caggotfsgcénstitute a dense group of galaxies with M60 and
NGC 4638.

Notes: the lines witimixed SBF calibrations use broken-line and poly-  The M60 CG in Virgo is just one example of a Hickson-like

”Omi?' %Blt:hcalibrattions for 'G?Iaxyl't artl_d M6f0, ;ﬁSDeCmiCh ap-h compact group. Up to now, SBF distances have been measured

pear 1o be the most appropriate calibrations tor those oreac H — 1 00

cpmt_)inatior) of galaxies, the most suitable set of SBF cailibns are K)cr:ga\llai\rglgsc?gétteor) SuArr\%)o ﬁranssm%lé)s ?cr)]dggl]aexies

highlighted in bold. as faint asBr = 16 (Mei et al[ 2007). There is one HCG within
these distance and magnitude limits: HCG 68 (2400 km s?,

SBF estimators indicate thBIGC 4638 is at |east 800 kpc more Hickson et al. 1992, 2 ellipticals and 2 SOs, all wih < 14.56,

distant than M59 and 1 Mpc more distant than NGC 4660 (both Hickson et al. 1989, plus one Shc), whose nature could theef

at the 99% confidence level). Moreover, using the brokeealin P€ probed in the same way as for the M60 CG. In the near future,

or linear SBF calibrations, M60 must lie at least 0.82 Mpc499 SBF distances should become available for fainter and nisfre d

confidence) further away than either M59 or NGC 4660. On the

other hand, the SBF distances determined with the polyrilomig This angular radius is notfiected by the removal of NGC 4647

or mixed calibrations produce consistent distances betWis®  (see Fig[R).

and either M59 or NGC 4660. However, one can combine theé | exclude HCG 54, the HCG with the smallest projected ra-

distances to M59 and NGC 4660 to obtainy@ smaller uncer- dius, because it does not constitute a group of galaxieseaapp

tainty in the distance of that galaxy pair. M60 then turnstolte  ing instead to be either a group ofiHregions in a single galaxy

440 or 520 kpc further away than the pair (at the 95% confideniégkhipovaetal| 1961) or the end result of the merger of tviskd
level), depending on which of the polynomial or broken-#ine gila;(;‘ei:L(—g—ti:;r\(/j;?:\iﬁ%'::giorig: iIJr?Ié reogggnlt analysis of compeotps
SBF calibrations is used to estimate the distance of the pair of galaxies in the Millennium Survey, Diaz-Gimanez e{(anos) show

that maximum three-dimensional separations of i6&pc ~ 224 kpc

are required to produce physically dense groups of galagidected
5. Discussion with Hickson'’s criteria, whose line-of-sight sizes are aerage equal

to their projected diameters. Adopting a smaller maximura-bf-sight
What is the maximum line-of-sight separation that is alldwedimension will reinforce the conclusion that the M60 CG issed by
for a galaxy pair located within a dense group of galaxies? @rchance alignment of galaxies.
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tant early-type galaxies, allowing for direct line-of-Btganaly- Mei, S., Blakeslee, J. P., Coté, P., et al. 2007, ApJ, 688, 1
ses, similar to the present one, for additional HCGs. Paturel, G., Petit, C., Prugniel, P., etal. 2003, A&A, 412, 4

Alternatively, the nature of the the full set of HCGs can b@e'fggg R Fibgaﬂ)%sl’ R. L., llingworth, G. D., Davis, E., & Cawson, M.
assessed by confronting the observational propertiesesfethpose 3’ a 1077, Ap, 211, 311

exceptionally dense galaxy systems with those construgied schroder, A. & Visvanathan, N. 1996, A&AS, 118, 441
ing either cosmological hydrodynamical simulations treat pe-  Springel, V., White, S. D. M., Jenkins, A., et al. 2005, Na{u#35, 629
solve sificiently small galaxies, or alternatively, galaxy formalonry. J. & Schneider, D. P. 1988, AJ, 96, 807

. - - o o . Tonry, J. L., Dressler, A., Blakeslee, J. P., et al. 2001,,/548, 681
tion simulations based upon realistic galaxy pOSItIOI’lSi[DiBId Verdes-Montenegro, L., Del Olmo, A., Iglesias-Paramad,, &t al. 2002, A&A,

from high-resolution cosmological dark matter simulagon 396, 815

Using this second approach, McConnachie etlal. (2008) awdike, D. G. & Mamon, G. A. 1989, A&A, 225, 291
iaz-Gimé [.(2008) have recently shown that rbugh

half of the Hickson-like CGs with at least 4 accordant veloci

ties are chance alignments of galaxies, the precise fracie | . .

pending on the cutfin maximum line-of-sight size, and on thel-iSt of Objects

galaxy formation code ran on the outputs of the Millenniurkda \60’ on pagd 1L

matter simulations (Springel et/al. 2005). ‘M59’ on pagellL
‘NGC 4660’ on pagéll
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